CRANSTON FOR PRESIDENT
COMMITTEE
WOMEN'S PRESIDENTIAL
CANDIDATE STATEMENT
'

"We seek to know your philosophy as well as your schedule for the
implementation of urgently needed solutions to the critical plight of a
major population of American women. We believe that you, too, are
convinced of the immediate nature of the help needed." (Women's Presidential Project, Letter, April, 1983).
With these words, over 300 women political leaders asked me and my
fellow candidates for the Democratic nomination for President to spell out
our records, our accomplishments, our plans for 1983-84 and our goals
as President for the women of America.
I am convinced of the immediate nature of the help needed. I have been
for my entire career in public office. And I will continue to fight until we
have achieved equality and equity for all women. This copy of my response shows my record and my plans for the future. I invite and welcome your review and scrutiny.

1. EMPLOYMENT

In a recently released CBS-New York Times
poll (Feb. 1, 1983), 41 percent of the women
interviewed (compared to 31 percent of the men)
cited unemployment as the most important problem facing our country. Yet the Reagan jobs bill,
which the Democratic Congresswomen and the
leadership were instrumental in improving, nonetheless fails to prescribe a long-term solution and
gives short shrift to women's unemployment by
focusing on a small public works program that will
employ those in male-dominated occupations.
American women want to know your answers to
the following questions.

IA. WHAT KIND OF ECONOMIC RECOVERY AND JOB PROGRAMS HAVE YOU
DEVELOPED THAT WILL SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THE EMPLOYMENT
NEEDS OF WOMEN AND THEIR FAMILIES?
CRANSTONOn January 27, 1983, I introduced S. 266, the
proposed "Community Renewal Employment Act.' '
Of particular concern to me was the need to
ensure that a variety of jobs would be available
under the bill in order to guarantee participation
of a wide cross section of unemployed Americans.
Despite efforts in the Congress to ensure equal
employment opportunities for all Americans, previous public works jobs programs--such as road
and bridge repair, rehabilitation of public mass
transit systems, or installation of drainage pipes in
flooded areas--have, in effect, excluded certain
segments of the population who are unemployed.
Notably, women who currently comprise 40 percent of the unemployed population have often
been unable to participate in these kinds of job
creation programs.

The bill I have proposed addresses this problem
by authorizing not only infrastructure improvement
activities but public safety and health programs.
Participants would work in child-care centers, child
abuse and domestic violence prevention and treatment centers, nutrition prbgrams for elderly and
handicapped individuals, and community health
centers, among others.

The advantages of these public safety and health
activities will be three: first, they will provide
needed employment opportunities to previously
excluded groups of unemployed individuals; second, they will expand the number of individuals
able to seek jobs by meeting specific needs such
as providing child-care services to parents; and
third, they will provide badly needed support to
a wide variety of community service programs.

The issue of the types of employment opportunities created by Federal jobs legislation also
surfaced during consideration of the recently enacted Emergency Jobs Appropriations Act (P.L.
98-8). In response to concerns that I and others
expressed about the availability of community
service jobs, a provision was included that removed a present law restriction applicable to the

Community Development Block Grant portion of
the bill that limited the proportion of funds that
could be spent on public service activities. Had
this measure not been included in the final version
of the bill, I had publicly announced that I would
propose an amendment to remove this restriction
during Senate consideration of the measure.

• First, we should establish a Reconstruction Finance Corporation to concentrate our resources
on modernizing our basic industries such as
steel, rubber, machine tools, and automobiles,
and on exploring new technologies that will
produce jobs.

18. WHAT PUBLIC STEPS ARE YOU CURRENTLY WILLING TO UNDERTAKE
TO ACHIEVE THEIR PASSAGE?

• Second, a key to the revitalization of our basic
industries is a more productive American workforce, and a re-evaluation of the importance of
the individual worker. Today we give generous
tax credits for buying new industrial machinery,
but little tax incentive for the most precious
industrial asset of all-a well-trained worker.

CRANSTON As I noted earlier, I have introduced legislation
in the Senate that will institute a public jobs
program unlike any other in the past. My bill will
authorize one million jobs, not only directed towards rebuilding America's infrastructure, but towards working in child-care centers, child abuse
and domestic violence prevention and treatment
centers, nutrition programs for elderly and handicapped individuals, and community health centers, among others.
In the course of my campaign for the Presidency,
I am speaking out for broader job opportunities
for women, and stressing that if we negotiate an
arms control agreement with the Soviet Union
and reduce our reliance on military expansion,
we will greatly increase job opportunities for women.
If we reverse the present course towards a more
militaristic society, where women are put at a
disadvantage, we can open up innumerable jobs
for women in our society.

lC. WHAT ARE YOUR LONG-TERM PROPOSALS FOR SOLVING THE UNEMPLOYMENT PROBLEMS OF WOMEN,
MEN, AND MINORITY GROUPS, RECOGNIZING THAT BOTH SEXES AND
ALL WORKING PEOPLE MUST HAVE
ACCESS TO JOBS IF THEY ARE TO
SUPPORT THEMSELVES AND THEIR
DEPENDENTS?
CRANSTON I am running for President because I want to
lead our country to the reality of a job for every
American who needs one. That would be one of
the two overriding purposes of my Presidency.

I know there are no magic formulas that will
revitalize our economy. We have already seen the
tragic results of putting faith in such gimmicks as
"supply-side" or "trickle-down" economics.
Instead, we need a program that is based on
an accurate assessment of what is wrong, and a
willingness to do whatever is necessary to fix it.
This will take bold leadership founded in the
belief that we can achieve a full employment
economy.
There are eight basic steps to full employment
and economic growth that I will seek to implement
as President:

We must make an increased investment in job
training and retraining for both blue-collar and
middle-management workers, and create worker
incentives and new forms of compensationincluding profit-sharing, stock ownership, and a
role in the decision -making process--that gives
workers a greater stake in the products they
produce and the companies they work for.

• Third, we must put a lid on the high interest
rates that have been strangling the economy.
We need a Federal Reserve Board that operates
in step with the policies of the legislative and
executive branches of government.

• Fourth, we need to reduce the mammoth budget
deficits by halting the spiralling increases in the
military budget, and by making our tax system
more equitable and more efficient. Our tax
system should stimulate productive investment
instead of promoting tax shelters, corporate
takeovers, and windfall profits. It should also
discourage the transfer of factories to "right-towork" states and "cheap-labor" countries.

• Fifth, we must check future inflation, not by
depressing the economy and throwing people
out of work, but by holding down medical costs,
providing abundant housing, instituting "on farm"
grain reserves, and developing diversified domestic energy resources that reduce our dependence on Arab oil.

• Sixth, we need to expand our export markets
to restore the nearly two million jobs that have
been lost due to the decline in American exports
over the past two years. With lower interest rates
we can bring down the exchange rate for the
dollar from the disastrous increase of 25% in
recent years. This unrealistic price for the dollar
has been the most destructive single blow to
our export industry.

• Seventh, a public jobs program-flexible in its
dimensions-- is needed to provide transition
work for those who have become dislocated
while the economy retools, and to help those
who have never known regular employment
move into the mainstream of the jobs market.

These will not be make-work jobs. There is real
and productive work that needs to be done
across America-rebuilding our infrastructure of
roads, bridges, and sewers; cleaning up chemical
waste and doing all that is necessary to protect
the environment; and caring for the elderly, sick
and handicapped.
Eighth, since education is the foundation of a
quality workforce and competitive economy, we
must increase government's commitment toeducation at all levels.
No single one of these steps will produce full
employment. But taken as a whole programwith the co-operation of business, labor and government-I am convinced these measureswill bring
sustained economic growth.
As President, I would make a forceful commitment to such a full employment plan, and then
lead the way to a consensus among the various
segments of society needed to make it work.
We have the human and natural resources, the
technical know-how and vitality to achieve full
employment. What we seek is the strong leadership to put full employment at the top of our
national agenda.

lD. DO YOU FAVOR COLLECTIVE BARGAINING RIGHTS FOR ALL WORKERS, INCLUDING PUBLIC SERVICE
EMPLOYEES?
CRANSTON Yes, I strongly favor collective bargaining rights
for all workers, including public sector employees.
Because we in Congress have refused to give
Federal workers the same collective bargaining
rights enjoyed by other workers, we have been
forced to construct elaborate procedures to avoid
any direct dealings with employees on the vital
questions of pay, hours, working conditions, retirements, health benefits and the like. As a result,
both the government and its employees, as well
as the American people, have been denied any
flexibility in devising fair solutions to difficult and
costly problems.

lE. WHAT MEASURES DO YOU SUPPORT
OR HAVE YOU INTRODUCED TO ENSURE SAFE WORKING CONDITIONS
FOR WOMEN AND MEN IN THE LABOR FORCE?
CRANSTON In 1970, I supported passage of the landmark
Occupational Safety and Health Act because of
my deep concern for the health and safety of the
American worker. Since its enactment, the OSHA
program has helped to achieve significant improvements in guaranteeing every worker a safe
workplace. Important gains have been made in
decreasing the incidence of occupational deaths
and injuries in this country as well as in the number
of injuries involving lost workdays. The savings in
terms of billions of dollars and thousands of lives
more than offset OSHA'S budget.

I oppose the Reagan administration's actions to
weaken many health and safety standards, to cut
back on targeted inspections, and to reduce funding for the National Institute of Occupational Safety
and Health anp for important programs like the
New Directions Grants, which encourage employer-employee cooperative efforts. Such actions
only serve to jeopardize the benefits that have
been gained from OSHA programs and to erode
the trust and support of employees, as well as
employers, for the efforts of the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration to enforce safety
and health standards.
I strongly believe that the Federal government
must maintain a strong leadership role in supporting research aimed at identifying and preventing occupational hazards, in developing and
enforcing standards, in encouraging employeremployee joint efforts to improve the health and
safety of their workplaces, and in establishing a
national agenda for addressing the most dangerous
occupational hazards. I believe that every worker
in this country has a right to safe and healthful
working conditions and that we must continue to
pursue this goal.

2. PAY EQUITY
EVEN WHEN WOMEN ARE EMPLOYED,
WE RECEIVE LESS ANNUALLY-ABOUT
59 CENTS ON THE DOLLAR-THAN MEN.
AS A CANDIATE TO HEAD THE LARGEST
EMPLOYER OF WORKING WOMEN, THOSE
WHO HAVE CHOSEN A CAREER IN PUBLIC SERVICE, WHAT MEASURE WILL YOU
INITIATE AND/OR SUPPORT TO END THIS
ECONOMIC DISCRIMINATION?

CRANSTON.
As the Senate author of the 1972 amendment
which extended the protections of title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 to women employed by
the Federal government, I have been one of the
foremost advocates of efforts to ensure that women
are afforded equity in the Federal workforce. I
believe that the Federal government should attempt to be a " model" employer and lead the
way in promoting equitable employment practices.
In this connection, I also led the fight in 1978
against a proposal of the Office of Management
and Budget which would have severely restricted
the ability .of Federal agencies to provide on-site
child care services to Federal employees, a proposal which would have adversely affected many
women employed by the Federal government and
discouraged similar efforts in the private sector.
As President, I would continue these efforts and
exercise all of the powers of that office to help
ensure that discrimination against women in the
Federal workforce is eradicated.

With respect to the underlying question of pay
equity, I led efforts to combat this problem long
before public attention was focused upon the
issue. For example, in 1973, I offered an amendment to the Emergency Employment Act to give
greater visability to the significant employment
problems of women. That amendment added
"women" to the groups identified in the legislation
as having been "associated with substantial un-

employment and under employment. " In my floor
statement on behalf of this amendment, I argued
that women are not only faced with difficulties in
getting jobs, "those women who are employed ...
receive significantly less· compensation for their
work." I have continued to speak out on this
devastating problem, which affects women of all
ages since the effects of wage discrimination carry
over into pension programs and Social Security
benefits.
I am also keenly aware of the fact that the
problems faced by working women extend beyond
simple wage discrimination. The issue of comparable pay for work of comparable worth is a major
problem, depressing the wages of millions of
women. Efforts to address the problem of pay
equity must extend not only to public employees,
but to employees in the private sector as well. As
a first step, I would institute a thorough reevaluation of existing authorities under both the
Equal Pay Act and Title VII to determine if these
laws need to be strengthened in order to deal
effectively with these more subtle forms of employment discrimination. My Senate staff is currently exploring the need for Equal Pay Act
amendments. This re-evaluation is a continuation
of the efforts I have made for over a decade to
develop mechanisms to deal with the problems
of employment discrimination faced by women in
both the public and private sectors.

3. PEACE, NUCLEAR
FREEZE AND
DISARMAMENT

THROUGHOUT HISTORY, WOMEN HAVE
VALUED PEACE MORE HIGHLY THAN
MEN, EVEN AS THEY HAVE SHARED IN
THE HORRORS AND SACRIFICES OF WAR.
TODAY, AMERICAN WOMEN SUPPORT A
BILATERAL NUCLEAR FREEZE BY EVEN
HIGHER MARGINS THAN MEN AND ARE
MORE WILLING TO CUT MILITARY
SPENDING IN FAVOR OF SOCIAL PROGRAMS. WHAT ARE YOU CURRENTLY
DOING OR PROPOSING TO DO ABOUT:
3A. ADOPTION OF A NUCLEAR FREEZE;
38. DEVELOPING A RATIONAL, NONAGGRESSIVE DEFENSE STRATEGY
AND BUDGET;
3C. CUTTING THE MILITARY BUDGET;
3D. INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS ON
NUCLEAR ARMS REDUCTION, LEADING TOWARDS MUTUAL DISARMAMENT;
3E. PROPOSING
FUNDAMENTAL
CHANGES IN AMERICAN MILITARY
AND FOREIGN POLICIES TO ENHANCE THE PROSPECTS OF WORLD
PEACE?

CRANSTON! am a strong proponent of the nuclear freeze
movement. I was one of the first Senators to
endorse the freeze, and last year I led the fight in
the first Congressional test of the nuclear freeze
resolution in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. I was disappointed that we were not able
to pass the resolution in the Senate, but I am
pleased by the progress that we have been able
to make this year. I am continuing my efforts to
build more support for the resolution in the Senate
and will lead the fight for the freeze in the Foreign
Relations Committee.

Ending the arms race should not be a detail left
to staff. It should be the personal responsibility of
the President of the United States. I would make
it my responsibility as President.
I have no illusions about the difficulty of reaching
an agreement with the Soviets They are tough ,
belligerent adversaries who have expanded their
conventional and nuclear forces far beyond any
level necessary simply to maintain stable deterrence. But I believe it is in their self-interest to
bring a halt to the arms race which is ruining their
economy-and ours-and which can only end in
annihilation.

It is unlikely that we can make significant cuts
in defense spending until we do achieve a mutual
and verifiable freeze and until we have made
significant reductions in our nuclear arsenals. In
the interim, however, we must oppose the unjustified and reckless defense spending proposed by
President Reagan. In the recent budget resolution
debate, I have voted against efforts to raise the
level of defense spending above 5 percent.

Any agreement we reach with the Soviets must
not be based on trust. It must be totally verifiable.
And we must have the means to do it. We must
negotiate from a position of strategic and diplomatic strength, and reach terms with the Soviets
that are reasonable and realistic; and our dialogue
must be ongoing.

I will continue my efforts in the Senate in
oppositon to the Reagan Administration's ill-conceived plan to deploy the MX missile. The MX is
clearly a missile without a mission. There is no
strategic imperative to build the MX. After years
of campaigning on the need to close our so-called
"window of vulnerability," Ronald Reagan now
says that the window does not exist, and his
reason for building the MX missile is to show our
"will" to the Soviets. The taxpayer cost will be
$20 billion for a weapon that will not enhance
our security.

New efforts are needed to avert the danger that
an accident or a computer failure could lead to
the inadvertent launching of nuclear weapons.
The North Atlantic Defense Command reported
151 computer false alarms in one 18-month
period. There are now 100,000 Americans with
direct, authorized access to nuclear weapons. In
1977 alone, 1,219 had to be relieved of their duty
because of mental disorders; 1,365 for drug abuse;
and 256 for alcoholism. No one is perfect. That
is just the point.

I believe it is time for the United States to stop
building weapons as bargaining chips in arms
control negotiations. In the past three decades
we've seen how the bargaining chips of today
become the standard weapons of tomorrow-and
how nuclear stockpiles continue to mount.

We want to improve our crisis-management
capabilities, and to establish a joint U.S.-Soviet
center to share information instantaneously in the
event of a suspected accident with nuclear weapons.

The President's endorsement of the so-called
"build-down" approach to arms control----whereby
a country would supposedly destroy two weapons
for every one it would build-is simply another
indirect way of continuing the arms race, because
for every two obsolete weapons a nation would
retire, it could build one new, highly advanced
weapon that could do many times more damage.
"Build-down" is an encouragement for the United
States and the Soviet Union to build up their
nuclear arsenals.

If our arms control efforts are to succeed, they
must reach the realm of conventional weapons as
well as nuclear. We should not adopt the notion
that by reducing the chances of nuclear confrontation we necessarily must increase our spending
on conventional forces. We need to assure the
strength and readiness of our aggression and
safeguard our global interests. But a bloated
defense budget is not the answer to our defense
needs.

As President, I would seek first a U.S.-Soviet
freeze on the testing, production and deployment
of nuclear weapons, and then further reductions
in our nuclear arsenals.

Recently, the Catholic Bishops of America declared: "We have grave human, moral and political
responsibilities to see that a conscious choice is
made to save humanity. "

I would do what President Carter did at Camp
David, where he brought Prime Minister Begin
and President Sadat together for the first time to
work out their differences.
It is an appalling comment on the state of
diplomacy between the United States and the
Soviet Union that the leaders of our two nations
have not had a serious conversation in six years,
while the arms race has been escalating.
The negotiations that have occurred between
our two countries have been conducted by subordinates and have lagged far behind the pace of
arms production. During the many years it has
taken to negotiate even the outlines of a reduction
agreement, new generations of weapons have
become ready for deployment.

I want to undertake the m1ss10n of bringing
ourselves and our children out from under the
dark shadow of nuclear war, and to banish these
weapons of death from the face of God's earth.

4. CHILDREN AND
FAMILIES
Perhaps the unkindest cuts of all have been
inflicted by the Reagan administration upon programs concerned with the health, nutrition and
education needs of children and their mothers.

WHAT ARE YOU PROPOSING TO DO TO:

In addition to this intiative, I have also introduced
a comprehensive child health bill, S. 6, which
would expand and improve Medicaid services to
low-income mothers and their children. I also cosponsored legislation enacted in 1978 to prohibit
discrimination by employers against pregnant
women.

4A. RESTORE FUNDING FOR THE
WOMEN, INFANTS AND CHILDREN
PROGRAM, TITLE I CHILD WELFARE
PROGRAMS, TITLEVMATERNALAND
CHILD HEALTH BLOCK GRANTS, AND
OTHER PROGRAMS?
CRANSTON! was one of a handful of Senators-ten in all--

4C. INCREASE THE NUMBER OF HIGHQUALITY CHILD-CARE FACILITIES
AND AFTER-SCHOOL PROGRAMS?

to oppose the first Reagan budget which led to
the devastating cutbacks in programs providing
essential health, nutrition, education and other
services to those in need. I fought against that
budget and the subsequent legislative measure
carrying out the Reagan Administration's priorities
and supported efforts during the 97th Congress
to restore funds to those programs. As more
Senators have joined in opposing these funding
reductions, we have been more successful in
halting further cutbacks, and in a few cases actually
restoring funds for certain programs.

CRANSTON! have for many years worked to develop Federal
programs and policies aimed at increasing the
availability of high-quality child-care programs. I
was a co-sponsor of legislation proposed in the
early 1970s to establish a comprehensive childcare program and in 1979, as chairman of the
Subcommittee on Child and Human Development
of the Labor and Human Resources Committee,
I called extensive hearings on the need for Federal
involvement in helping to make child-care services
available to working parents. I then introduced a
major child-care proposal, S. 4, and with some
revisions, I've reintroduced this legislation in the
98th Congress. S. 4 would provide for substantial
financial resources to support the development
and extension of child-care services; financial
assistance to low-income working mothers; support to both family day-care homes and childcare centers; information and referral programs to
help families locate child-care services, and technical assistance and training programs for childcare providers; and the utilization of sliding-fee
scales so that parents could contribute to the cost
of care on the basis of their ability to pay.

In particular, I supported efforts to add funds
to the maternal and child health care program
and the WIC program when the emergency jobs
legislation was approved by the Senate. However,
these small funding increases remain woefully
inadequate in terms of restoring the level of
services provided by many of these programs prior
to the Reagan cutbacks. In many cases, funding
was insufficient to meet the needs of those eligible
for services even before the recent funding reductions.
I do not believe that the way to economic
growth and prosperity for this country lies in
destroying carefulJy designed social programs which
serve low-income Americans. I will continue to
work to restore essential funding to these vital
programs and to promote new initiatives (such as
my bill S. 7, discussed below) in these areas. I
am an original co-sponsor of S. 572, a measure
developed by the Children's Defense Fund to
restore funds to a variety of children's programs,
including health, education, and nutrition programs.

In addition to S. 4, I have been actively involved
in a variety of issues relating to child care. In 1981 ,
I co-sponsored the amendments enacted to expand and increase the existing child-care tax credit
and I am currently a co-sponsor of two measures,
S. 888 and S. 572, which contain provisions
improving the tax credit by making it refundable
and thus more equitable for low-income families.
I also opposed the 1981 reductions in funding for
the Title XX program, presently the major source
of direct Federal financial assistance for child-care
programs, and for the child-care food programs.

48. ADDRESS THE NEEDS OF PREGNANT
WOMEN AND WORKING MOTHERS?

CRANSTONConcern for the well-being of children especially
during that critical period before birth, has been
central to much of my work in the United States
Senate for many years. During the 96th Congress,
I chaired hearings on the Labor and Human
Resources Committee focused upon the steps the
Federal government should be taking to improve
pregnancy outcome and reduce infant mortality
and birth defects. The strongest recommendation
coming out of those hearings was the necessity of
assuring that all pregnant women have access to
adequate prenatal medical care. I have thus focused my efforts in this area, and authored legislation (S. 667 in the 97th Congress and S. 7
now) which would mandate uniform Medicaid
coverage for low-income women, regardless of
family status, throughout the country. I was successful in getting the Senate to agree to my
amendment which added funds to the 1984 budget
resolution to enable enactment of this legislation
in the 1984 fiscal year.

,I
I
I

I am also firmly committed to assuring that
Federally funded child-care programs meet certain
minimum health and safety standards and in 1980
I led a Senate floor fight against suspension of
Federal standards for Federally funded programs.
As a result of my efforts on behalf of child care, I
was awarded a child advocacy award in 1979 by
the Day Care and Child Development Council of
America.

I believe that adequate child-care services are
an essential element in any effort to promote
economic equity for women. The lack of such
services creates, as the United States Commission
on Civil Rights has found, a major barrier to
women in the workforce. As President, I would
seek enactment of a comprehensive child-care
program to provide assistance to the millions of
working parents who need help in gaining access
to these essential services.

4D. ELIMINATE HUNGER AND MALNUTRITION AMONG CHILDREN AND
THEIR FAMILIES?
CRANSTONChildren are among the major recipients of
virtually every Federally supported program aimed
at reducing hunger and poverty. They constitute
50 percent of the food stamp beneficiaries and
68 percent of the AFDC recipients. Children are
the major beneficiaries of programs such as WIC
and all of the beneficiaries of the child nutrition
programs operated by the Department of Agriculture. Adequate support for such programs is
essential if these children are to grow up healthy
and strong and have a chance for a decent life. I
have always supported adequate funding for these
programs and opposed the shortsighted budgets
which have limited services under them.

In a nation with so many resources and strengths,
there is no justification for a child to go hungry or
without other essential care. I have authored a
number of bills enacted into law aimed at improving the quality of life for children, including
such measures as the 1978 Child Abuse Prevention and Services and Adoption Reform Act, Public
Law 95-266, the 1980 Adoption Assistance and
Child Welfare Act, Public Law 96-272, the 1978
Head Start Extension, incorporated into Public
Law 95-568, and the 1978 extension and 1979
revision of the Sudden Infant Death Syndrome
Act, Public Laws 95-613 and 96-142. I am deeply
committed to the welfare of the children of this
nation and would continue to advocate adequate
funding and services for needy children as President.

4E. PROVIDE ENHANCED AND EQUAL
EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES FOR
GIRLS AND BOYS?

CRANSTON I voted for passage of the Women's Educational
Equity Act, enacted in 1974 as part of Public Law
93-380, which established a special grant program
to promote the attainment of educational equity
for women. I have continued to support this
program and opposed the efforts of the Reagan
Administration to abolish it. I have also been a
long-time and consistent supporter of title IX of
the Education Amendments of 1972 which prohibits sex discrimination in educational institutions
that receive Federal financial assistance. Vigorous
enforcement of the provisions of title IX is critical
to the attainment of equal educational opportunities.

5. REPRODUCTIVE
RIGHTS
WOMEN ARE A MAJORITY OF THE TOTAL
POPULATION, BUT COMPRISE 100 PERCENT OF THE CHILDBEARERS. DO YOU
SUPPORT A WOMEN'S RIGHT TO DECIDE
WHETHER OR NOT TO BEAR A CHILD?
ARE YOU WILLING TO OPPOSE PUBLICLY
ANY EFFORT TO UNDERCUT THE U.S.
SUPREME COURT'S DECISION IN ROE v

WADE? DO YOU OPPOSE THE DENIAL OF
MEDICAID FUNDING AND OTHER FEDERAL SUPPORT TO WOMEN WHO CHOOSE
TO TERMINATE PREGNANCIES? DO YOU
OPPOSE ATTEMPTS TO REDUCE THE EFFECTIVENESS OF FAMILY PLANNING
PROGRAMS?
CRANSTONYes on all accounts. I have consistently supported a woman's right to decide whether or not
to bear a child, and I have firmly opposed efforts
to undercut the Supreme Court's decision in Roe
v Wade upholding that right. As a member of the
Democratic leadership in the Senate, I have been
actively involved in efforts to defeat legislation and
proposed Constitutional amendments which would
deny women the right of choice. I have also
consistently opposed legislation to restrict Medicaid
funding for abortions and other measures aimed
at interfering with individual choice.

Abortion is not a simple or easily resolved issue,
and I recognize the very strong beliefs on both
sides. However, I also believe that comprehensive
medical care should be available to all individuals
and that any legislation making abortion illegal,
disallowing the use of certain contraceptive methods, or restricting the use of Federal funds for
abortion would have the effect of depriving women
of equal access to needed health care and constitute unwarranted government interference into
the personal privacy of individuals. For these
reasons, I have consistently opposed this type of
legislation and intend to continue to do so.

Because I strongly believe that the real solution
lies in the development of public policies to provide
realistic alternatives, I have been one of the leading
advocates in the United States Senate of Federally
funded family planning programs.
From 1971 to 1981, I had the privilege of
serving as the chairman of the Senate subcommittee with jurisdiction over title X of the Public
Health Services Act-the primary source of Federal support for family planning legislation enacted
during the seventies. During the time I served as
chairman of the authorizing subcommittee, the
funding levels for the family planning services
under title X were increased from $72 million to
over $400 million. Annual total appropriations
rose from $62 million to $162 million. On nu,
merous occasions over this period, l fought off
efforts to undermine or restrict this program from
meeting its goals of providing access to these
services. I have also pushed hard to have the
Federal research to enable us to develop safe and
effective family planning methods for men as well
as women.

Although no longer serving as chairman of the
authorizing subcommittee, I have continued my
strong advocacy of family planning programs
against the efforts of the Reagan Administration
to eliminate this essential prog:-am. I vigorously
opposed the Administration's regulations requiring
parental notification when title X family planning
services are provided to minors. As a member of
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, I have
also strongly supported family planning services
to underdeveloped nations as an integral part of
our foreign assistance efforts.

6. EQUAL RIGHTS
AMENDMENT
WHAT STEPS ARE YOU TAKING TO ENSURE THE REPASSAGE OF THE EQUAL
RIGHTS AMENDMENT IN CONGRESS?
WHAT MEASURES WILL YOU TAKE TO
ASSURE ITS RATIFICATION IN THE
STATES? WHAT IS YOUR POSITION AND
PROGRAM ON OTHER LEGAL EQUITY ISSUES, SUCH AS PENSIONS AND INSURANCE?

CRANSTON I have been a co-sponsor of the Equal Rights
Amendment since I first entered the Senate in
1969, and my commitment to ratification of ERA
has never diminished. When ERA was pending
before the California legislature, I wrote to each
member of the applicable committees, urging
ratification. In 1978,1 worked closely with Senator
Birch Bayh in gaining an extension of time for the
ratification process, engineering our successful
floor strategy, and defeating various crippling
amendments. I intend to continue my efforts, as
a leader in the Democratic party, to make ratification of ERA a primary goal. As President, I
would place the full authority and prestige of that
office behind the ratification drive. I have worked
and will continue to work to elect pro-ERA candidates to public office. I believe there can be no
time limit on the quest for equality, and I will
never abandon the effort to see ERA added to
the Constitution of the United States.
Although I firmly believe that equality of rights
under law will not become a reality in this nation
until women are provided a secure, constitutional
guarantee through ratification of ERA, I have
nonetheless continued to pursue other legislative
initiatives aimed at eliminating sex discrimination
in our society. I have actively supported all major
legislative initiatives involving the rights of women
that were considered during my tenure in the
United States Senate.
I authored measures such as the 1972 amendment to title VII extending its protections against
employment discrimination to Federal workers;
the 1978 amendments to CETA establishing a
program of training and employment services for
displaced homemakers; and legislation considered
during the 95th and 96th Congresses to provide
services to victims of domestic violence.
I have also authored legislation to establish a
comprehensive child-care program, a necessity for
working women, and led a Senate floor fight to
ensure that Federally funded day-care programs
meet certain minimum health and safety standards.
I have also authored legislation (S.3) to bring
about greater equity for women uhder the Social
Security system through an earnings-sharing concept. Due to my amendment recently enacted as
part of other Social Security reform legislation,
the Department of Health and Human Services
has been mandated by Congress to prepare an
implementation report on earnings-sharing to be
submitted to Congress by July of 1984. That
report should provide the basis for further action
on earnings-sharing legislation. I voted during the
93rd Congress for passage of the Women's Educational Equity Act and co-sponsored legislation

enacted in 1975 establishing a National Center
for the Prevention and Control of Rape. I worked
for the enactment during the 93rd Congress of
the Equal Credit Opportunity Act and co-sponsored legislation enacted during that Congress
prohibiting sex discrimination in Federal mortage
loans, insurance, or guarantee programs.
Currently, I am a co-sponsor of S.372, the
proposed Fair Insurance Practices Act and S. 888,
the proposed Economic Equity Act, which contains
provisions dealing with pensions, insurance, and
other equity issues.

7. CIVIL RIGHTS
WHAT STEPS HAVE YOU TAKEN AND
WHAT DO YOU PROPOSE TO DO TO IMPLEMENT THE CIVIL RIGHTS PLANK OF
THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY'S 1980 PLATFORM WHICH STATES, "ALL GROUPS
MUST BE PROTECTED FROM DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGIN, LANGUAGE,
AGE, SEX, OR SEXUAL ORIENTATION"?
CRANSTON Throughout my entire career in the Senate, I
have played an active role in the efforts to protect
the basic civil rights of all Americans-rights which
form the framework for our democratic society. I
have been involved in every major civil rights
battle fought in the United States over the past
decade.

I authored the provisions of the 1972 amendments to title VII of the Civil Rights Act expanding
coverage of the Act to Federal employees. I have
supported affirmative action programs as necessary elements to eradicate past discrimination and
overcome the barriers which have denied certain
groups equal opportunities. I have also spoken
out against efforts of the Reagan Administration
to weaken affirmative action programs.
I have co-sponsored the 1975 Voting Rights
Act and the 1982 extension. I am an original cosponsor of the proposed 1983 Fair Housing Act
Amendments, introduced in April. I have been a
co-sponsor of the Equal Rights Amendment since
I first entered the Senate in 1969 and helped lead
the fight for extension of time for ratification. I
fought for passage of the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act Amendments in 1978 and led a
Senate floor fight against certain mandatory retirement provisions. I co-sponsored legislation in
1978 to prohibit discrimination in employment
against pregnant women and I'm an original cosponsor of legislation in the 97th and 98th Congresses to amend title VII to prohibit discrimination
on the basis of sexual orientation. In both 1980
and 1983 I have introduced legislation to strike
immigration law provisions which exclude homosexuals from admission into the United States.
I have opposed restrictions on Federal court jurisdiction and remedies in school desegregation
cases.
I was the principal author or co-sponsor of all
major Federal legislation enacted in the past decade establishing and enhancing the civil rights of
disabled persons.

One of my proudest accomplishments during
my service in the United States Senate has been
my role as a principal architect of the 1974 law
creating the Legal Services Corporation, the primary vehicle for providing low-income Americans
legal representation. Sixty-seven percent of the
clients of legal services programs are women and
almost half are members of minority groups. I
believe that the legal services program is a fundamental part of our national effort to assure equal
access to justice for all Americans.

I would seek vigorous enforcement of title IX
and adequate funding for the Women's Educational Equity Act as one means to achieve these
goals. I would also seek to dispel the myths that
continue to be perpetuated that women are secondary wage-earners and have limited attachment
to the labor force. Until these myths are overcome,
women will continue to suffer employment discrimination and these consequences will fall most
heavily upon minority women.
At the same time steps are taken to break the
cycle which condemns so many young women to
a life of limited earnings potential, adequate support must be maintained for the various programs,
such as income maintenance, health services,
employment training programs, social services,
housing and nutrition programs that provide assistance to low-income women and their families.

Commitment to the attainment of equal rights
for all Americans-regardless of race, color,religion,
national origin, age, sex, or sexual orientationhas been an overriding purpose throughout my
career. As President, I would seek the vigorous
enforcement of our nation's civil rights laws with
the goal of providing all Americans the chance to
succeed and prosper free from the oppression of
insidious discrimination. My record throughout my
public life attests to the depth of my commitment
to that goal.

Minority women and their families will also gain
substantially by full and vigorous enforcement of
civil rights laws aimed at eradicating all forms of
insidious discrimination, whether based upon race
or national origin or gender. As President, I would
commit my administration to such full and vigorous
enforcement of these laws.

8. MINORITY WOMEN
BLACK, HISPANIC AND OTHER MINORITY WOMEN SUFFER EVEN GREATER INEQUITIES THAN WHITE WOMEN IN EMPLOYMENT,
PAY,
JOB TRAINING,
HOUSING, HEALTH, AND SOCIAL PROGRAMS. WHAT SPECIAL STEPS AND PROGRAMS DO YOU PROPOSE TO END THESE
INEQUITIES?

I have consistently voted to support cost-ofliving adjustments (COL.As) for Social Security
beneficiaries in order to help these individuals
survive on fixed incomes. In 1973, before COL.As
for Social Security beneficiaries were statutorily
required, I co-sponsored legislation to provide an
increase in order to help senior citizens keep up
with inflationary pressures. In 1975, after Congress
mandated annual COL.As for Social Security beneficiaries, I co-sponsored a Senate resolution opposing efforts by President Ford to place a ceiling
on Social Security COL.As. I opposed similar
proposals in recent Congresses. Studies have
shown that eliminating or reducing Social Security
COL.As would push many more senior citizens
into poverty, a result I cannot condone. I have
strongly supported and intend to continue to
support COL.As for Social Security beneficiaries.

9C. WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO DO TO
ENSURE THE SOLVENCY OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY SYSTEM IN THE
LONG RUN?

9. SOCIAL SECURITY

CRANSTON -

A majority of adult Social Security recipients
are women, many of them living below the poverty
level, solely dependent upon their benefits. WHAT

The best way to ensure the solvency of the
Social Security system in the long run is to reduce
unemployment and stimulate economic growth
and productivity.

ARE YOU GOING TO DO TO:
9A. RECOGNIZE THE CONTRIBUTION
MADE BY HOMEMAKERS, WHICH
SHOULD ENTITLE THEM TO INDEPENDENT COVERAGE UNDER THE
SOCIAL SECURITY SYSTEM?

CRANSTON Minority women clearly face a double burden
of race and sex discrimination. Statistics demonstrate this overwhelmingly. For example, while
women generally earn 59 cents for every comparable dollar earned by men, black women
average 54 cents and Hispanic women 49 cents.
Unemployment rates for young black women are
the highest of any category of workers and older
minority women are the poorest of the poor---82
percent of older black women live at or near
poverty.
Overcoming these problems requires our best
efforts in numerous areas. Foremost must be
efforts to prepare young minority women for the
world of work. Most will spend large portions of
their lives in the workforce and their earnings will
be essential to keeping themselves and their families out of poverty, Yet few are being prepared
for work careers that will provide decent salaries
and advancement opportunities. Department of
Education statistics indicate that over 40 percent
of the young women enrolled in vocational education programs are learning homemaking skills
and are not developing the expertise and skills
needed for paid employment. Most of the rest are
trained for a narrow range of female-stereotyped,
low-paying occupations. All young women-but
particularly those from minority or low-income
families-need to be educated now about the jobs
that are emerging out of the new technologies-jobs that are presently sex-neutral and do not bear
the occupational segregation that characterizes
traditional workforce jobs.

98. PUSH FOR CONTINUED COST-OFLIVING ADJUSTMENTS IN SOCIAL
SECURITY BENEFITS TO PERMIT
OLDER WOMEN TO KEEP PACE WITH
INFLATION?
CRANSTON -

CRANSTON -
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I have introduced in both the 97th and 98th
Congresses legislation to establish "earnings-sharings" within the Social Security system. Under the
concept of "earnings-sharings," the combined
income of a married couple would be divided
equally for Social Security purposes. The contributions of each spouse-whether in the paid work
force or as a homemaker or in some combination
of roles-would be recognized as part of the marital
partnership and each would accrue Social Security
benefits equally. Earnings-sharing would provide
homemakers with Social Security protection in
their own right, provide greater protection for
those women who, through death or divorce, are
displaced from the role of homemaker, provide
working women with more equitable treatment
and eliminate the discrimination against two-earner
couples which exists under the current system.

As a step toward further development of the
earnings-sharing legislation, I successfully offered
an amendment recently enacted as part of the
Social Security reform legislation to require the
Secretary of Health and Human Services to prepare a technical implementation report on earnings-sharing legislation, to be submitted to Cc/ngress by July of 1984. That report should provide
the basis for further legislative action on this
fundamental change in Social Security aimed at
improving the treatment of women under the
system.

The Social Security trust fund is very sensitive
to fluctuations in the general economy. Every onepercent increase in unemployment reduces revenues to the trust fund by about $2 billion. Every
one percent increase in the rate of inflation has
meant additional benefit expenditures in the range
of $1.5 billion. The combination of high unemployment and high inflation over the past several
years has been devastating to the trust fund as
revenues have dropped and outgo increased.
I supported passage of the recently enacted
Social Security reform bill because I believe it was
important to restore public confidence in the
system and help alleviate fears that the Social
Security would become insolvent. The legislation
enacted was a compromise, and, like most compromises, contained some provisions that are not
as desirable as others. But on balance, the importance of securing the fiscal stability of the system
and reaffirming support for the basic Social Security structure outweighed, in my view, the undesirable features. However, if our economy continues to erode and we suffer consistently high
unemployment, the trust fund may again face
fiscal difficulties.
We will not be able to get our economy back
in order and Americans back to work if we continue
on the path of a runaway arms race with a spiralling
military budget. Until we end the incredibly dangerous and shamefully costly arms race, we will
not be able to make the investments needed to
restore our productivity and promote the economic
growth that will provide for the long-term solvency
of the Social Security system.

10. WOMEN IN POLITICS
AND GOVERNMENT

Despite our majority status in the population,
women are woefully absent from government. We
account for only 5.8 percent of the Members of
Congress, 13 percent of the state legislators, and
7.1 percent of the federal judiciary. No women at
present are governors. WHAT STEPS ARE YOU

TAKING AND WILL YOU TAKE TO:
l0A. EMPLOY WOMEN IN POSITIONS OF
AUTHORITY IN YOUR CAMPAIGN;
108. ENCOURAGE AND ASSIST THE
ELECTION AT EVERY LEVEL OF
WOMEN CANDIDATES IDENTIFIED
WITH THE MAJOR GOALS OF AMERICAN WOMEN;
l0C. INFLUENCE YOUR PARTY TO PROMOTE THE ELECTION OF MORE
WOMEN;
l0D. APPOINT WOMEN TO INFLUENTIAL
LEADERSHIP POSITIONS?
CRANSTON In 1959 , while serving in my first elected office,
State Controller of California, I appointed four
times the number of women to key positions than
all previous Controllers in the state's history.
Before I began my service in the United States
Senate in 1969, not a single woman had ever
been appointed a Federal judge in California. I
was responsible for the first appointment of a
woman to the Federal bench, and also for the
next three women, including the first black female
Federal judge in American history. Moreover, I
appointed a woman to serve as United States
Attorney.
Of the 19 members of my professional legislative
staff, 12 are women. My staff counsel on the
Senate Banking Committee is a woman. The
highest ranking member of my California staff is
a woman.
On my presidential campaign, three of the seven
department chiefs are women, including my national finance director. I am the first Democratic
Presidential candidate ever to name a woman to
head his field organization in California, and
women now head my campaign organizations in
the key early caucus and primary states of Alabama, Washington and Illinois. In short, women
hold numerous positions of responsibility and
decision-making in my campaign.
Ever since I began to rebuild the California
Democratic Party more than 30 years ago, I have
encouraged women to become active participants
in the political process, both as campaign workers
and strategists and as candidates themselves. Over
the years I have supported women for office in
California in numbers far too numerous to count.
I will speak out as leader of my party to encourage
record numbers of women to seek elective office;
and I will actively seek out dynamic, active women
for Cabinet and sub-Cabinet posts, administrative
positions in the executive agencies, other Presidential appointments, and the White House staff
itself.

11. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AND
SAFE ENERGY

Women are more likely than men to oppose
relaxing environmental protection standards and
to disapprove building more nuclear power plants.
WHAT ARE YOU CURRENnY DOING OR
PROPOSING TO DO IN SUCH AREAS AS:

llA. PREVENTION OF THE CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF NUCLEAR PLANTS?
CRANSTON Nuclear plants have priced themselves out of
the market. Since 1978, the industry hasn't ordered a single new reactor, while more than 40
previous orders were cancelled or postponed
indefinitely. My energy plan provides for less costly
energy alternatives, which provide more jobs and
require less capital investment. As they become
available, I support phasing out existing fission
plants. I supported a legislative moratorium on
new construction, but the economics have the
same effect.
I'm deeply concerned about unresolved problems of waste disposal, reliability and particularly
the risk that proliferation will ultimately lead to
nuclear holocaust. For that reason and others, I
opposed funding for the Clinch River Breeder
Reactor. For plants approved for construction or
presently operating, I've supported independent
and strict evaluation and enforcement of safety
standards, and opposed Reagan's so-called
streamlining proposals for plant licensing which
would lessen safety standards or public involvement in the licensing process, and I've opposed
Reagan's efforts to increase subsidies to the nuclear
industry.

118. DEVELOPMENT OF CLEAN, RENEWABLE
ALTERNATIVE
ENERGY
SOURCES?
CRANSTON I'll soon release a detailed national energy plan
which features: 1) a doubling of our present
conservation rate, a 25 percent renewable, clean
energy supply by the end of this century, 2) a
complete phase-out of nuclear fission plants; and
3) the immediate development and enforcement
of environmental protections permitting needed
use of fossil fuels in the interim. Since 1974, I've
supported research, development, and commercialization of clean, cost-effective technologies like
photovoltaics, wind, binary process geothermal
and biomass, coupled with increased energy efficiency. Specifically, I have suppported extending
solar and conservation tax credits and opposing
Reagan's dismantling of Federal efforts to reduce
dependence on imported oil.
UC. STRICT ENFORCEMENT OF CLEAN
WATER AND AIR STANDARDS AND
REDUCTION OF THE DANGER OF
ACID RAIN AND CHEMICAL HAZARDS IN ALL ASPECTS OF OUR
LIVES?

legislation to require a 12-million ton (50 percent)
reduction within 15 years. In April of this year, I
led the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to
amend the State Department authorization bill to
instruct President Reagan to negotiate promptly a
U.S.-Canadian air pollution agreement to substantially reduce air pollution in both countries.
I believe that the Clean Air Act-both its sewage
treatment provisions and its wetlands protections-basically is working well. It must not be
weakened when it comes up for reauthorization
by the Congress this year.
I am concerned about a number of regulatory
loopholes in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1977 (RCRA) which allow some
hazardous waste to go unregulated and pose
threats to the environment and groundwater. I
have co-sponsored legislation to close the loopholes under the delisting process and will support
other efforts to strengthen RCRA when the Act
comes up for reauthorization this year.

CRANSTON -

I also strongly support reauthorization of the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide
Act(FIFRA) and will resist efforts, as I did in 1982,
to weaken the program or restrict the states from
obtaining additional data from chemical companies in order to make their own evaluation of
pesticides.

I have always been a leading supporter of the
Clean Air Act. I support reauthorization of a
strengthened Clean Air Act which will maintain
health-based standards and include control of acid
rain, a critical environmental problem. I've cosponsored a bill requiring a IO-million ton reduction in sulfur dioxide emmissions, a major cause
of acid rain, within 10 years, and even stonger

Arid importantly, I have consistently opposed
the reductions in funds for the Environmental
Protection Agency proposed by the Reagan
Administration which weaken EPA's ability to carry
out its important responsibilities in protecting the
environment andhealth and safety of Americans.
I will continue to oppose any weakening of this
important agency.
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